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2. 3r5#i 

(Tr?ff?H) 3TflrRi^ 1995 ^ 31 ^^ chtttj "jt? 

^ ^ ^ ^ f^niT t ^ cRFT C(5t CIT^ % CP^ ^ ^fRlRr ^ 
JTNlcisli ^ mTTW I 

nSTT 'Jt'siRh viM^cKI PleJnicJcTl ^ItRi^^ ^ TTfRrTHFI W tTT 5T^ ^ virR)' 

^ 3I|c|^i)cf>c1l cf?!^ TT^5IT ^ 3T^?fT cb'icfl '§' cTSIT i(R cfg' ^ ^ vj^cf) gRT STO cfff 

^ ^ ^ech> cfJt vjj|'5l ^ afiRirij ^ c^ 

WF^ ^ ^ c|Nv{i ^ cf^ RiM^lR^I ^ TTcfKTr t I GlI^cH c^ elld^j^c; 

SRT 3fk ^ f^ Tjxr f^RfcTcT 3R;^ c^ 3ITEIR W SlteRt % vTTRTT cf?f TRlf^ 

^ clRRl ^ X3q^ 3RRr c^ #cR ^ cl^ (J^gn Cf^ XJTT^ft t 1?I7 W 

c(^ THTlf^ % MlCd RSTT STf^ ^ ufT^ ^JTSM 3Trff% ^ cj^ ThTIcIRT t" I 

cfSJT RRfcp, Xjq^cfRT XjqgEfr c^ RT^TTR XJ^fpri ^ Mlf^lcFlit ^ Ti^eiT c^ 

f^ter 3T5 ^et 1^ t, infEjRR^ rter rr a ter^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ encl^ilcbdl R2IT CRIT ^ ^ rift TJ] ^ #Tt C^ vsnt 

^ arsiciT ^3TIR^ 3TIR% #r ^ TIRTRRT t ^ C^ T^rm w^pit ^ 

RT#JcR TfiftSTT cbRcil^ cf^ ■?J^3TRI cf^T X^q^cW RIR^ f I 

3. xFnftw smiR 


R? 3T^g ciFj; qrrsR^pft ^ rstt ^ c^ t i 

3T5^ ^ 3TTEIN RR f^dl RRT t” ^3TN ^ TR^ RT^Slt 3TrRRT RT RRR^Eft 

eiRT^ ^ R(^ RiRt ^ t Ran Riim R^r tr^ ^ rirr c^ RjRiir ^ 

^ ^ ! RRcRR R ^RTc^ 3TT^ Z|^ Rcff Rill ^ R? 'cidcg ^ c^ R'^cg v^dldl c|5t TIRlfR ^ 
R^: -eR^ EFT RRR RSR arR RlRt 3T2TcfT 3 , 7 ^ ^ ^ TTRcRT t I 


3 TTcRRT ^ cR§ RrT % efPJ RRRR?Jt RJt ^1x|R 37^ 

rRrt r# t rrt rrr^^ vSRPrr ?eR R w^-. r^ siR 

^ttRir cfjt xRRr wt R irsRFr rR ct^ R Rir ^ t l 

4 . ^«n Rt ^3im 


RtRrrR 'ej^ ■^sRt 'FHkrRct ^ R TiR^rr Rt 3 ttcrzrkit R Rir IRr ttr 
XI^K ICHCP ^ ^ ^'' W^SRT SiRRm Rt EfRI 9cp(5) R RTTST 

rRr RTER^R RrRR^ R R^ 23 R elPJ '^cRf Rt RTIR Rt SIR^RWr Rt 

TPRsR RfR RSIT cFRT ^ccp Rt TFUfR R R>cR<r^ RT3R RSTT §tR RflR r|R STSlcn ^^iRt 

3TTfR RR, w^m Rt f i 
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5. 

^ ^r WTT^ t I -zif 3 #wM cfsn 5if% 

3fN^ t I ^g'il4^N>d 3l1rR!R ^ ^ ^ vJcMKH ^ ^ 

^ ir irgw ^ t i ■3 ?tk ^ cfsi^ch ^wpfr ^ ^ ^r ^ ^ ^ 

"^.29.33 ^ tTgcT cTan ^ITcJ SjcfftlT ^ W 2933.2920 ^ 3RntcT cpff^ W t I ^ 

cj#(t>^q r >Hcf5dl<^<if) t ?MT ^^TTPT ^ ^ ^ cR? ?TSI^ ^ t I ^ 

vjfTEr ^ 'jrt^r ■^FfT vicMid A^mi^'SI'jTici % ^^rfcT? vIc^k ^ wsf ^ ^ 

6 . 

I) ^ Wcf PlyjRd ^5^^ viMl^il ^ 'HHlf^l ^ MJel'MynM MICH ^ 5rftt ^ 

smr ^3^ 3n^ 1^ ^ ^?3TTra^ t i jnteRt w ^ ^ 

^TTS^ ^ yfcIcfiR ^ 3lTc|!ififgj % cRJT cRT ^ ^<il^ ^ dr'^ 

3[2J^ vi'H'c^ 3TT^ STSTcTT '^Rt it’ft I 

i. ■^fnfterr ^r Rdi^j 14 v^diC 2000 ^ arRngxRT ^ =?iiRid ^ i 

ii. ^ ^ J^iiRid ^ ^ ^3TR t I 

iii. cf^RR ^ y%5RT?!f 3T^ 1 31^, 2003 % 30 RrTR^, 2004 t I 

iv. p|i|^|c|cft ^ 1%^ 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11,16, 17, 18, 19 cfSTT 20 ^ '3M«I’^ 

^ 3TRRW mRcI^'’^! ^ H^tlld I 

II) 'qxin H't^d «i»'{*n 

* 

^?fr ^ R|i|1dcf)i 3fR ’TRcf ^ vcHc^ ^JdRRfr/^W^fpfr ^ ^ 'idd^l 

w 3ii4 i dcf ^ sfR wfradTsft m\ ^ ^ ^g^ERi MR^ wr^ 

■4 afR RlEiIRd OT % y^d 3fR IcRnRr ^ Pi**ifciRga ^ ^fRI% ^ fd^ 
3Ic3^ ^ 1cR3T W ^ d«rT R4K Pt+^folRgcl ^ f :- 

(^Rkj jnf^lcm^t 

«hRm ^ *ioiid<i 

i 

wr 

qit f^c^-110011,'^-91-11-23014418 

3T^ ^ Rt ^ ite 5ni^ ^ sfRMRcr 

^ % vsfm % ^ttf^RT 3T5^ ^ t I hiRi 4>1'^1 ^ ^R5r %r1Rr 4idi ci^ 

'TSRjR aRI MJHcbKl cj^ 'MR? WTTT I 
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^ cfTtf ^JEFfT ^STT ^ ^ 

aM^cfrl ^ W ^ '(l4l5fT arf^rpRT ^ Wcfjif^ici cJt^ dl'<)'a ^ rlloH^ (40) ^ ^iflcR 

^ ^ xfifl^ I ^ WT ^ ^ ^ ^ 3M ^ ^ t arsrar hm ^ 

anjD? ^ eft PiR'^i ^m^cm f^r^Ffr ^ arpTR arf^ret^ ^r ^d'Si ■^n^^fr ^ an^iR w 

aM qRonrr ^ t i 


IV) 4^l4'JtPl<h M)l5el CRT f^^pJT 

t^TW fi(7) ^ SrpR cfM ^ fiffeferi TJgTW? Tf j JdP i cb ^ ^ 

% f^RT^ 3RT ^ JR^ %It ^ a p i lq^jj am ^ Tyir f | 

^ ^ flcf?^ ^ JHT gRcfT t ^ WT ^ iftcR ^ 

aRTsrr ^ cfRRE A ^ t ^ jfrtor^ artr^ w 

^22Tt ^ arrefR w aM xrf^ ^ cfR ^jTcf^ t cTstt c^ ^prcpr ^ ;!T2fff%r^ 
^^fTWT t I 


-a _L . ..^ 


>51. I9n'<rc^| mc^<>d )»<imQhKI 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 8th April, 2005 


Initiation 
(Sunset Review) 

Subject: Initiation of Sunset Review of the definitive anti¬ 

dumping duty imposed on import of Metronidazole 
originating in or exported from China PR. 


Act 1Q^' ^ ^ to the Customs Tariff 

nfuZ l in 1995 and the Customs Tariff 

Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on 
E»umped Articles and tor Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995^the 






[SFTI—1] 


MTO ^ ^NM?i: 


5 


Designated Authority (herein after refereed to as Authority) 
recommended imposition of provisional Anti Dumping Duty on 
imports of Metronidazole (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) 
originating in or exported from China PR (hereinafter referred to as 
subject countries). The preliminary findings of the Authority were 
published vide dated 21*‘ February 2000. On the basis of the final 
findings of the Authority notified vide notification dated 14* July 
2000 and provisional duty was imposed by the Department of 
Revenue vide notification No. 44/2000-Cus. dated 17.04.2000 
Department of Revenue imposed definitive anti durhping duties on 
the subject goods imported from subject country vide notification 
dated No. 115/2000-Cus. dated 31.08.2000 respectively. 

2. Request for Review 

WHEREAS in terms of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 
1995 the antidumping duty imposed shall unless revoked earlier, 
cease to have effect on expiry of five years from the date of such 
imposition. 

Jk 

AND WHEREAS the Rules supra require the Authority to 
review from time to time, the need for continued imposition of Anti 
Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on the basis of information 

received by it that there is no justification for continued imposition 
of such duty, the authority may recommend to the central 
government for its withdrawal. Notwithstanding the above provision 
the authority is required to review, on the basis of a duly substantial 
request made by or on behalf of the domestic industry, within a 
reasonable period of time prior to the date of the expiiy of the 
measure, whether the expiry of duty is likely to lead to continuation 
or recurrence of dumping and injury. 

A^ WHEERAS, in terms of the above provisions, the 
Domestic Industry has approached the authority with a duly 
substantiated petition requesting for such a review, the Designated 
Authority considers that initiation of sunset review proceedings for 
the Anti Dumping Duty in force would be appropriate to examine 
the need for continued imposition of such duty to offset dumping 
and whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the 
duty were remove or varied or both. 
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3. Grounds for review 


The request is for continuation and enhancement of the 
antidumping duties in force. The request is based on the grounds that 
dumping has continued in spite of imposition of antidumping duty 
on import of the subject goods from China PR and the domestic 
industry continues to suffer injury on account of dumping from the 
subject country. The applicant has further argued that expiry of the 
measure against this country would be likely to result in 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury to the domestic 
industry. 


- .^ 1 ^: 4-u^4. — 4.: 4 ^ — 4. 

±11^ appiic^aiit aii^u tiiai aiiu“viuiiipiiig luiv-'C i:> 

sufficient to provide due relief to the domestic industry and 
revocation of anti-dumping measures would result in intensified 
injury to the domestic industry, therefore, the duty required to be 
continued for further period of five years with due enhancement. 


4. Initiation 


Having satisfied itself on the basis of the positive evidence 
submitted by the domestic industry substantiating the need for a 
review, the Authority hereby initiates a review in accordance with 
Section 9 A (5) of the Act, read with Rule 23 of Antidumping Rules, 
to review the need for continued imposition of duties in force and 

whether the expiry of the duty would be likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. 

5. Product under Consideration 

The product involved in the present investigation is 
Metronidazole. It is an anti-diarrhoea and anti-microbial bulk drug. 
Metronidazole is used as a raw material for production of medicines 
for treatment of diarrhoea. The product is classified under the 
category of organic chemicals under sub-heading no. 29.33 at four¬ 
digit level and under no. 2933.2920 at eight-digit level. This 
classification is only indicative and in no way binding on the scope 
of present investigation. The product investigated in the original 
investigation was Metronidazole, therefore, the same product will be 
covered within the scope of this investigation. 
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6. Procedure 


I) The investigation will determine whether the expiry of the 
measure would be likely to lead to a continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury. The authority will examine whether the 
continued imposition of the duties is necessary to offset dumping 
and whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the 
duty were removed or varied, or both. 


i. 


ii. 

iii. 


iv. 


The review will cover all aspects of Notification dated 14* 
July 2000. 

The country involved in this review investigation is China PR. 


TTU 

J.11^ pVjllV^Vi WX 111 VV'i3tl^Cl,tXV/ll XV^l ULIV pL*ipV/OW W1 tllV^ piVL^Vlll. 

review is from 1*^ April 2003 to 30* September 2004. 

The provisions of Rules 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 and 20 of 
the Rule supra shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in this 
review. 


II) Submission of Information: 


The exporters in subject countries, tireir governments iluougli 
their embassies in India, the importers and users in India known to 
be concerned and the domestic industry are being addressed 
separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner 
prescribed and to make their views known to the Authority in the 
following address: 


The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry 

Department of Commerce 
Udyog Bhavan 

New Delhi-110011. Fax: 91-11-23014418 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions 
relevant to the investigation in the prescribed form and manner 
within the time limit set out below. Any party making any 
confidential submission before the Authority is required to make a 
non-confidential version of the same available to the other parties. 
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III) Time Limit: 

Any information relating to the present sunset review and any 
request for hearing should be sent in writing so as to reach the 
Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days 
(40 Days) from the date of publication of this Sunset Review 
Notification. If no information is received within the prescribed time 
limit or the information received is incomplete, the Designated 
Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available 
on record in accordance with the Rules supra. 

IV) Inspection of Public File: 

In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the 
public file containing non-confidential version of the evidence 
submitted by other interested parties. In case where an interested 
party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary 
information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of 
the facts available to it and make such recommendations to the 
Central Government as deemed fit. 


Dr. CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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